
 
 
 
 
 
October 12, 2004 
 
Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Los Angeles 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, Room 383 
500 West Temple Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CASE NO. 02-236-(5) 
PETITIONER:  JAMES ORR 
      16461 SHERMAN WAY 
      VAN NUYS, CA 92406 
CASTAIC CANYON ZONED DISTRICT 
FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT (3-VOTE) 
 
Dear Supervisors: 
 
IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE BOARD AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING : 
 

1. Consider approval for Conditional Use Permit No. 02-236-(5), together with the 
information submitted by the applicant and presented at the public hearing, and 
together with any comments received during the public review process, find on the 
basis of the whole record before the Board that Conditional Use Permit No. 02-
236-(5) does substantiate the required findings and burden of proof for a 
Conditional Use Permit as set forth in Section 22.56.040 of the Los Angeles 
County Code (Zoning Ordinance). 

2. Instruct County Counsel to prepare the necessary findings to affirm the Regional 
Planning Commission’s approval of Conditional Use Permit No. 02-236-(5) 

 
PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

• The proposed project has been reviewed by the Significant Ecological Area 
Technical Advisory Committee (SEATAC) and meets the criteria for a 
development within a Significant Ecological Area (SEA). 

• The proposed development will have minimal impact on the natural site. 1.5 
percent of the 192-acre site will be improved.  The remaining 98.5 percent will 
remain as open space. 

• Studies conclude that the projec t will not have a significant impact upon 
groundwater supplies or substantially interfere with groundwater recharge. 



• Visual impacts would be mitigated by landscaped berms.  The tanks would be in a 
color that blends in with the surrounding environment. 

• The proposed project will he lp meet the growing demand for bottled spring water. 
Los Angeles bottling plants currently depending on water from San Diego and 
Kern Counties would gain a closer supply source. 

 
Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals 
This Conditional Use Permit approval promotes the County’s Strategic Plan goal to 
promote business and economic development.  The proposed spring water delivery 
would allow local bottlers to obtain a more accessible supply source. The project 
components of the Conditional Use Permit sought by the applicant were carefully 
researched and analyzed to ensure that quality information regarding the subject property 
is available. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING 
 
Implementation of the proposed Conditional Use Permit should not result in any new 
significant costs to the County or to the Department of Regional Planning; no request for 
financing is being made. 
 
FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 
 
The Regional Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on Conditional Use 
Permit Case No. 02-236-(5) on June 9, 2004.  The Conditional Use Permit request was to 
authorize the storage and export of spring water, including the construction and 
maintenance of three water tank farms, two loading stations and associated spring water 
delivery pipes. The Regional Planning Commission voted to approve the requested 
Conditional Use Permit at their September 1, 2004 meeting. 
 
A public hearing is required pursuant to Section 22.60.240 of the County Code.  Notice of 
the hearing must be given pursuant to the procedures set forth in Section 22.60.174 of 
the County Code.  These procedures exceed the minimum standards of California 
Government Code Sections 6061, 65090 relating to notice of public hearing. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION 
 
A Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted pursuant to California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) requirements. 
IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES 
 
The proposed spring water storage and delivery business would provide a service that 
does not currently exist in the area. 
 
 



Respectfully Submitted, 
 
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING 
James E. Hartl, AICP, Director of Planning 
 
 
 
Russell J. Fricano, Ph.D., AICP 
Zoning Permits I 
 
 
Attachments: Final Letter, Findings, Conditions, Factual 
 
C: Chief Administrative Officer 
     County Counsel 
     Assessor 
     Director, Department of Public Works 
 
RJF:MBM 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CASE NO. 02-236-(5) 
 
FINDINGS AND ORDER OF THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING DATE: June 9, 2004 
 
SYNOPSIS: 
The applicant is requesting authorization for the storage and export of spring water, 
including the construction and maintenance of three water tank farms, two loading 
stations and associated spring water delivery pipes in the A-2-5 (Heavy Agricultural – 
Five acre minimum area) zone.  The water would be piped from the natural springs 
located higher in the mountain and stored in tanks for future shipment via truck to water 
bottling companies in the greater Los Angeles area. An existing residence would be used 
for a caretaker.  
  
PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION 
June 9, 2004 
  
A duly noticed public hearing was held before the Regional Planning Commission on 
June 9, 2004.  All Commissioners were present.  The applicant’s representative 
presented testimony and answered questions posed by the Commission. One additional 
person testified in favor of the project and five people testified in opposition to the project 
with concerns mainly regarding visual blight, traffic, and impacts on wildflowers. There 
being no further testimony, the Regional Planning Commission after discussion voted (5-
0) to close the public hearing, indicate its intent to approve the conditional use permit, 
and direct staff to prepare the final environmental document and findings and conditions 
for approval. 
Findings 
 

1. Pursuant to County Code Section 22.24.150, the applicant is requesting 
authorization for the storage and export of spring water, including the construction 
of three water tank farms, two loading stations and associated spring water 
delivery pipes.  An existing residence would be used as a caretaker’s residence. 

 
2. The subject property is located at 39439 Gorman Post Road, southeast of the 

unincorporated community of Gorman. Access to the site is via Gorman Post 



Road.  The site is 1.1 miles from the Gorman on/off ramps to Interstate 5 on the 
west and 3.5 miles from Highway 138 on the east.  The property is located in the 
Castaic Canyon Zoned District. 

 
3. Zoning on the subject property is A-2-5 (Heavy Agricultural – five acre minimum 

area). 
 
4. Surrounding zoning is A-2-5 to the North, South, East, and West. 

 
 
5. The subject property is currently developed with a 1,400 square foot single-family 

residence. The site has also been used for cattle grazing for approximately 100 
years. 

 
6. The subject property is surrounded by vacant land, with the exception of an Edison 

sub-station located to the east of the caretaker’s residence.  The I-5 Freeway is 
located south of the subject property. 

 
7. Access to Interstate 5 is available in Gorman (1.1 miles northwest of the subject 

property) and via Highway 138, which is 3.5 miles southeast of the subject 
properties.  The project will generate an average of 44 round trips per day.  

 
8. The subject property is located within the Tehachapi Foothills Significant 

Ecological Area (SEA). Pursuant to County Code Section 22.56.215 a conditional 
use permit is required in order to protect resources contained in SEAs and in 
hillside management areas as specified in the County General Plan from 
incompatible development, which may result in or have the potential for 
environmental degradation and/or destruction of life and property. In extending 
protection to these environmentally sensitive areas, it is intended further to provide 
a process whereby the reconciliation of potential conflict within these areas may 
equitably occur. It is not the purpose to preclude development within these areas 
but to ensure, to the extent possible, that such development maintains and where 
possible enhances the remaining biotic resources of the SEAs, and the natural 
topography, resources and amenities of the hillside management areas, while 
allowing for limited controlled development therein. 

 
9. The tank farms will consist of up to eight water tanks with a capacity of 12,000 to 

15,000 gallons. The tanks will be non-reflective and neutral in color with a 
maximum height of 14’. Small pump sheds (approximately 100 sq. ft.) would be 
required at each station. Piping will be installed on the hillsides away from the 
stream areas to minimize erosion.   

 
10. The proposed development will have minimal impact on the natural site.  1.5% of 

the 192-acre site will be improved.  The remaining 98.5% of the site will remain as 



open space. The wildflower sites on the south-facing slopes will not be removed or 
disturbed. Disturbance to watercourses will occur only during the 1-2 weeks 
required to drill each source and install piping.  Once drilling is completed the sites 
will be restored to their previous state as per State Fish and Game requirements. 

 
11. The site has been used for extensive cattle grazing for approximately 100 years, 

which has depleted much of the vegetation.  The applicants plan on reducing the 
number of cattle to allow for “Best Management Practices” and minimize damage 
to the natural springs and seeps. 

 
12. SEATAC reviewed the case at its December 2, 2002 meeting and found the 

project as well designed as is possible and that it meets the SEA compatibility 
requirements, provided the wetland/riparian reestablishment is successful in 
promoting habitat for native species.  The attached Mitigation Monitoring Program 
addresses this requirement. 

 
13. The project site is located within the boundaries of the Golden Valley Municipal 

Water District. A Hydrological Study of the water resources of the District was 
prepared and based on the Study the applicant has obtained the approval of the 
District for export of between 150 to 300-acre feet of water annually.   

 
14. Pursuant to County Code Section 22.24.150, the proposed water storage facility 

and caretaker residence is a permitted use in the A-2-5 zone provided a 
conditional use permit has first been obtained as provided in Part 1 of Chapter 
22.56, and while such permit is in full force and effect in conformity with the 
conditions of such permit. 

 
15. The subject property is classified as Non Urban 1 (N-1) in the Antelope Valley 

Area Plan. 
 
16. Non-residential uses requiring, or appropriate for, remote locations may be 

allowed in non-urban areas in keeping with the following guidelines: 
• The application process for a non-residential use in a non-urban residential 

area shall involve the public hearing process and appropriate conditioning of 
the design of the project such that the negative impacts on adjacent land uses 
will be minimized. 

• All applications for environmentally sensitive uses shall include a full 
environmental analysis to identify potential negative impacts. 

 
Non-residential uses can include local and highway oriented commercial and 
industrial uses to serve the needs of local residents and travelers, manufacturing 
activities including product testing, development and storage, public and semi-
public uses such as solid and liquid waste disposal. 
 



The spring water collection, storage, and maintenance of a caretaker residence, 
as proposed by the applicant, are consistent with the goals of the Antelope Valley 
Area Plan.   

 
17. The applicant’s site plan, labeled Exhibit “A”, depicts four springs, labeled T1, T2, 

T3, and T4, three areas of water storage and two sites for truck loading on the 
north side of Gorman Post Road.  The two loading areas are located along the 
drive way, adjacent to the two westerly tank farms. The caretaker’s residence is 
located along Gorman Post Road, adjacent to a Southern California Edison sub-
station. Access to each site is shown from Gorman Post Road to the south. 

 
18. Pursuant to Section 22.24.170 of the County Code, the proposed uses will comply 

with the development standards of the A-2 zone, as follows: 
 

• Yards shall be required as follows: 
Front yard: 20 feet 
Rear yard:  15 feet 
Side yard:   5 feet 
The applicant’s site plan does not depict any new construction other than the 
water tanks and the proposed access driveways/aprons.  The project complies 
with the stated setback requirements. 

 

• Signs shall comply with the requirements of Part 10 of Chapter 22.52.  In the A-2 
zone one business sign, not to exceed 12 square feet in sign area, shall be 
permitted per lot or parcel of land (Section 22.52.860).  The applicant has not 
submitted any plans for signage.  

 
19. The existing single-family residence on the subject property will be occupied by a 

caretaker and his immediate family for the purposes of providing continuous 
supervision of the facility. 

 
20. The Department of Regional Planning has determined that a Mitigated Negative 

Declaration is the appropriate environmental documentation for this project under 
California Environment Quality Act (CEQA) reporting requirements.  An Initial 
Study was prepared for this project in compliance with the environmental 
guidelines and reporting procedures of the County of Los Angeles. The Initial 
Study showed that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a 
significant effect on the environment.  The initial study indicated biota, cultural 
resources, visual qualities, flood, traffic, and water quality as potential impacts that 
will be less than significant with project mitigations. 

 
During the environmental review phase of the project, staff received comment 
letters from The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, dated March 



8, 2003 and December 2, 2002, The Los Angeles County Department of Health 
Services, dated October 17, 2002, The State Department of Fish and Game, dated 
February 18, 2003, and November 1, 2002, The California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, dated January 21, 2003, and The Los Angeles County Fire 
Department, dated November 18, 2002. These comments have been summarized 
and incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring Program, which has been included 
as an attachment to this document. 

 
21. Staff has received five telephone calls, a nine signature petition, and 16 letters in 

opposition and 15 letters in favor of this request. Concerns include draining of 
water, destruction of wildflowers, traffic impacts and visual scarring by placing 
water tanks on the hillside.  

 
22. Concerns have been raised by opponents to this project that the removal of the 

water from this area will result in a depletion of wild flowers and drain the springs 
on the property. Studies show that the project will not have a significant impact 
upon groundwater supplies or substantially interfere with groundwater recharge.   

 
23. To mitigate the project’s visual impacts, the water tanks will be buffered and 

shielded from view from the Interstate 5, as well as Gorman Post Road by 
landscaped berms.  The tanks will also be in a color that blends in with the 
surrounding environment. 

 
24. SEATAC has required the restoration of wetland/riparian habitat after drilling 

activities. 
 
25. Wildflower sites on the southerly slopes will not be disturbed. 
 
26. A traffic analysis of the proposed project indicates that traffic will not be at 

significant levels.  The applicant will provide traffic related improvements. 
 
27. The proposed project will help meet the growing demand for bottled spring water.  

Los Angeles bottling plants currently depending on water from San Diego and 
Kern Counties, would gain a closer supply source.   

 
28. The Commission finds that, with appropriate restrictions on its operation as set 

forth in the conditions of approval, the proposed use will be compatible with 
surrounding land uses. 

 
BASED ON THE FOREGOING, THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
CONCLUDES: 
 



A. That the proposed use will be consistent with the adopted general plan for the 
area; 

 
B. That the requested use at the proposed location will not adversely affect the 

health, peace, comfort, or welfare of persons residing or working in the 
surrounding area, will not be materially detrimental to the use, enjoyment, or 
valuation of property of other persons located in the vicinity of the site, and will not 
jeopardize, endanger, or otherwise constitute a menace to the public health, safety 
or general welfare; 

 
C. That the proposed site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the yards, 

walls, fences, parking and loading facilities, landscaping and other development 
features prescribed in the Zoning Ordinance, or as is otherwise required in order to 
integrate  the proposed use with the uses in the surrounding area;  

 
D. That the proposed site is adequately served by highways or streets of sufficient 

width and improved as necessary to carry the kind and quantity of traffic such use 
would generate, and by other public or private service facilities as are required; 

 
AND, THEREFORE, the information submitted by the applicant and presented at the 
public hearing substantiates the required findings for a Conditional Use Permit as set 
forth in Section 22.56.090, Title 22, of the Los Angeles County Code (Zoning Ordinance). 
 
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: 
 

1. After consideration of the Mitigated Negative Declaration together with all 
comments received during the public review process, the Commission finds 
on the basis of the whole record before the Commission that there is no 
substantial evidence the project will have a significant effect on the 
environment, finds that the Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the 
independent judgment and analysis of the Commission, and adopts the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation Monitoring Program for 
the project.    

 
2. In view of the findings of fact and conclusions presented above, Conditional  

Use Permit Case No. 02-236-(5) is APPROVED, subject to the attached 
conditions.  

 
 
VOTE:    
 
Concurring: Bellamy, Rew, Modugno 
 
Dissenting:   



 
Abstaining:  Valadez 
 
Absent:  Helsley 
 
Action Date: 9/1/2004 
 
RJF:MBM 
11/16/2004 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 FINAL CONDITIONS 
 
 
1. This grant authorizes the use of the subject property for spring water storage and 

delivery, including the construction of three water tank farms, two loading stations 
and associated spring water delivery pipes, with an existing residence to be used 
for a caretaker, as depicted on the approved Exhibit “A”.  The grant is subject to all 
of the following conditions of approval. 

 
2. Unless otherwise apparent from the context, the term "permittee" shall include the 

applicant and any other person, corporation, or other entity making use of this 
grant. 

 
3. This grant shall not be effective for any purpose until the permittee, and the owner 

of the subject property if other than the permittee, have filed at the office of the 
Department of Regional Planning their affidavit stating that they are aware of, and 
agree to accept, all of the conditions of this grant and that the conditions of the 
grant have been recorded as required by Condition No. 8, and until all required 
monies have been paid pursuant to Condition Nos. 10 and 11. 

 
4. The permittee shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its agents, 

officers, and employees from any claim, action, or proceeding against the County 
or its agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void or annul this permit 
approval, which action is brought within the applicable time period of Government 
Code Section 65009 or any other applicable limitation period.  The County shall 
notify the permittee of any claim, action, or proceeding and the County shall 
reasonably cooperate in the defense. 

   
5. In the event that any claim, action, or proceeding as described above is filed 

against the County, the permittee shall within ten days of the filing pay the 
Department of Regional Planning an initial deposit of $5,000, from which actual 
costs shall be billed and deducted for the purpose of defraying the expenses 
involved in the department's cooperation in the defense, including but not limited 
to, depositions, testimony, and other assistance to permittee or permittee's 
counsel.  The permittee shall also pay the following supplemental deposits, from 
which actual costs shall be billed and deducted: 

 
a. If during the litigation process, actual costs incurred reach 80 percent of the 

amount on deposit, the permittee shall deposit additional funds sufficient to 
bring the balance up to the amount of the initial deposit.  There is no limit to 
the number of supplemental deposits that may be required prior to 
completion of the litigation. 

 



b. At the sole discretion of the permittee, the amount of an initial or 
supplemental deposit may exceed the minimum amounts defined herein. 

 
The cost for collection and duplication of records and other related documents will 
be paid by the permittee in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Section 
2.170.010. 

 
  6. This grant shall expire unless used within 2 years from the date of approval.  A one-

year time extension may be requested in writing with the payment of the applicable 
fee, at least six (6) months before the expiration date.    

 
  7. If any provision of this grant is held or declared to be invalid, the permit shall be 

void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse. 
  
8. Prior to the use of this grant, the terms and conditions of the grant shall be 

recorded in the office of the County Recorder.  In addition, upon any transfer or 
lease of the subject property during the term of this grant, the permittee shall 
promptly provide a copy of the grant and its terms and conditions to the 
transferee or lessee, as applicable, of the subject property. 

 
9. This grant shall terminate on September 1, 2029. 
 

Upon written application of the permittee made no less than six (6) months prior 
to September 1, 2029, the term of this grant shall be extended by the Director of 
Planning for a period not to exceed twenty (25) years, as provided herein below.  
The Director shall grant such extension unless it finds one of the following: (1) 
that the permittee has failed to adhere to the conditions of approval and such 
failure has not been timely corrected upon written notice thereof, and (2) that the 
use is not in compliance with all applicable laws and regulations.  If either of the 
foregoing findings is made by the Director, the extension may be denied.  
Subsequent extensions may be granted by the Commission upon written 
application made no less than six (6) months prior to the expiration of the 
previous extension. 

 
10. The subject property shall be maintained and operated in full compliance with the 

conditions of this grant and any law, statute, ordinance, or other regulation 
applicable to any development or activity on the subject property.   Failure of the 
permittee to cease any development or activity not in full compliance shall be a 
violation of these conditions.  Prior to the use of this grant, the permittee shall 
deposit with the County of Los Angeles the sum of $1,050.00.  These monies 
shall be placed in a performance fund that shall be used exclusively to 
compensate the Department of Regional Planning for all expenses incurred while 
inspecting the premises to determine the permittee's compliance with the 
conditions of approval, including adherence to development in accordance with 
the approved site plan on file. The fund provides for 7 biennial (every other 



 

year) inspections of the site.  Inspections shall be unannounced. On or 
before September 1, 2016, the permittee shall deposit with the County of Los 
Angeles the sum equal to six (6) additional biennial inspections, at the current 
recovery rate.   If the term of the grant is extended, additional monies sufficient to 
provide for additional biennial inspections shall be deposited with the County for 
the life of the grant.  The amount due for such inspections shall be the amount 
equal to the recovery cost at the time of payment.   

 
If additional inspections are required to ensure compliance with the conditions of 
this grant, or if any inspection discloses that the subject property is being used in 
violation of any condition of this grant, the permittee shall be financially 
responsible for and shall reimburse the Department of Regional Planning for all 
additional inspections and for any enforcement efforts necessary to bring the 
subject property into compliance. The amount charged for additional inspections 
shall be the amount equal to the recovery cost at the time of payment (currently 
$150.00 per inspection). 

 
11. Within fifteen (15) calendar days of the approval date of this grant, the permittee 

shall remit processing fees payable to the County of Los Angeles in connection 
with the filing and posting of a Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 
21152 of the Public Resources Code.  The project is not de minimus in its effect 
on fish and wildlife and is not exempt from payment of a fee to the California 
Department of Fish and Game pursuant to Section 711.4 of the Fish and Game 
Code. The current fee amount is $1,275.00. 

 
12. Notice is hereby given that any person violating a provision of this grant is guilty 

of a misdemeanor.  Notice is further given that the Regional Planning 
Commission or a hearing officer may, after conducting a public hearing, revoke 
or modify this grant, if the Commission or hearing officer finds that these 
conditions have been violated or that this grant has been exercised so as to be 
detrimental to the public health or safety or so as to be a nuisance. 

 
13. All requirements of the Zoning Ordinance and of the specific zoning of the 

subject property must be complied with unless specifically modified by this grant, 
as set forth in these conditions or shown on the approved plans. 

 
14. Upon approval of this grant, the permittee shall contact the Fire Prevention 

Bureau of the Los Angeles County Forester and Fire Warden to determine what 
facilities may be necessary to protect the property from fire hazard.  Any 
necessary facilities shall be provided to the satisfaction of and within the time 
periods established by said Department. 

 



 

15. All structures shall comply with the requirements of the Division of Building and 
Safety of the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. 

 
16. The property shall be developed and maintained in substantial conformance with 

the approved Exhibit “A”.  In the event that subsequent revised plans are 
submitted, the permittee shall submit three (3) copies of the proposed plans to 
the Director for review and approval.  All revised plans must be accompanied by 
the written authorization of the property owner. 

 
17. The permittee shall comply with the attached “Project Changes/Conditions Due 

to Environmental Evaluation” and the corresponding Mitigation Monitoring 
Program.   The applicant shall deposit the sum of $3,000 with the Department of 
Regional Planning to defray the cost of reviewing and verifying the information 
contained in the required mitigation monitoring reports. This deposit is due and 
payable within 30 days of the approval date of this grant. 

 
18. The construction, operation and maintenance of the water storage and delivery 

facility is subject to all of the following conditions: 

 
a. The permittee shall maintain all areas of the premises over which the 

permittee has control in a neat and orderly fashion, free of litter and 
debris.  All required landscaping shall be continuously maintained in good 
condition, including proper pruning, weeding, removal or litter, fertilizing 
and replacement of plants when necessary; 

 
b. Trucking of water between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. on weekends during the 

wildflower season (March 1st through May 31st) is prohibited. 
 

c. The permittee shall comply with the conditions of the County of Los 
Angeles Fire Department as outlined in their memorandum dated March 4, 
2003 (attached hereto); 

 
d. The permittee shall comply with the conditions of the County of Los 

Angeles Department of Public Works conditions as outlined in their 
memorandum dated June 8, 2004 (attached hereto); 

 
e. Security lighting shall be low intensity, shielded, at low height, and 

directed downward and away from other natural areas.  Use of motion 
detectors shall be used for outdoor lighting; 

 



 

f. The permittee shall maintain a current contact name, address, and phone 
number on file with the Department of Regional Planning at all times;  

 
g. Said caretaker residence shall be occupied by a caretaker in accordance 

with Section 22.08.030 of the Los Angeles County Code;  
 
h. The applicant shall install a water guzzler for wildlife outside the fenced off 

area; 
                                                

i. The coloring of the water tanks shall be in a tone which blends in with the 
surrounding environment; and 

 
j. Upon termination of this grant as provided in Condition no. 9, or, if after 

the construction of the facility, this facility ceases to operate, the permittee 
shall remove and clear the site of all equipment.  The permittee shall 
restore the site as nearly as practicable to their condition prior to the 
installation of the subject facilities.  Failure to remove such facilities as 
required herein shall constitute public nuisance.  Prior to installation of its 
facilities, the permittee shall post a performance security, satisfactory to 
the Director of Public Works, in an amount and form sufficient to cover the 
cost of removal of the facilities provided herein.  In the event that the 
facilities are not so removed within 90 days after the permittee’s receipt of 
notice requiring removal, the County may itself cause the facilities to be 
removed. 

 
Attachments: 

Project changes/conditions due to environmental evaluation 

County Fire Department letter dated March 4, 2003 

Department of Public Works letter date June 8, 2004 

RJF:MBM   

9/1/04 
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